COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
Proposition C

(This proposlilan will appear on the baliot In the following form,)

PROP

FOREST CONSERVATION INITIATIVE ORDINANGE.
Shall the Forest Conservation initiative Ordinance be
Adopled?

FOREST CONSERV&TION INITIATIVE
The People of San Diege County Do Hereby Ordain as Follows:
SECTICN ONE - FINDINGS AND PURPOSE

A. Tremendeus devetopment pressures In San Diego County are resulting in the rapid
fragmentation and deslruction ol the Clevetand National Forest. Approximalely 55,000 acres of
land within the Cleveland National Forest are privately owned and, under exisling plans, will
inavitably be daveloped. Sustaining and protecting the wildlife resources of the Cleveland National
Forest is highly dependent upon fimiliing urban encroachment on thase privals lands. Yet, as with
the case of the recenl adopllon of the Central Mountain Subregicnal Plan Update, exlensive
development has continued on thess biologically sensitive land-heldings. This initiative measure
creatas new policles 1o limit the converslon of privately ownad lands within the Cleveland National
Forast (o urban uses.

B. The Cleveland National Forest Is one af the largesl expanses of undisturbed, natural open
space In Southern California and as such Is valuable as a watershed, agricultural area, and
recrealional area for the cilizens of San Diego County. The area Is also home to a number of
threatened or endangered animal and plant species including, but not limited lo, Mountain Lion,
Bald Eagle, Golden Eagle, Least Bell's Vireo, Orange-Throated Whiptail, Yellow Warbler, Coast
Horned Lizard, Englemann Oak, Tecate Cypress, Parish's Meadowfoam, and San Diego
Thoramint. Parish's Meadowloam and San Diego Tharnmint are listed as endangered by the
California Depariment of Fish and Game. The Golden Eagle and the Least Bell's Vireo are on lhe
Federal lisls of sensitive and sndangered species, respectively.

C. The unique resources of the Cleveland National Forest are of such significance that
development on parcels within the Forest must be restricted. The San Diego Counly Planning
Commisslon Indicated that a parcel size of greater than 20 acres was necessary Lo preserve these
prisline areas, and to minimiza the tmpact of development on public lands. The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, the Californla Gepardmenl of Parks and Recreation, and numerous wildlite
biologists have delermined thal an 80 acre minimum parcel size is required o protect the
resodrces of the Cleveland Nallonal Forest. This Initialive amends the San Diego Counly General
Plan to Impose a minimum parcel slze of 40 acres on afl privately owned lands within ihe
boundaries of tha Cleveland Nalional Forest and oulside Country Towns, through December 31,
2010. The Initialive also amends tha San Diege County General Plan to provide that all such
privalely owned lands fall within the “Environmentally Constralned Area” regional category; excepl
lor the amendment relaling te such private land holdings, the General Plan provisions governing
the “Envirenmentally Conslralned Area” regional calegory remain unchanged by the initiative
through December 31, 2010.

D. Recognizing he need for continued growth and adequate housing in the Counly, this
initialive measure's primary restriclions apply only to the private land-holdings located within the
boundaries of the Cleveland Natlonal Forest as delinealed on the San Diago County General Plan
Land Use Map. This [nltiatlve measure does nol apply 1o land {ocated within Counlry Towns.
Counlry Towns are hisiorically established retailfresidentiat areas serving surrounding low density
fural areas. Aliached to this Inlliative are (1) a map of the Cleveland Naticnal Forest ilustraling
the boundarles of the Cleveland Natlonal Forest, and (2) Community and Subregional Plan maps
showing the locations ol Country Towns, There Is abundant land within unincorporated San Diego
Counly, within Country Towng’ and.ouiside the bouridaries of the Cleveland Nationat Forest,
available lo mee! the expected housing needs idenllfied by the San Diego Counly General Plan
Housing Element. This Initlativé measure will allow the County to continuge 1o bear ils fair share
ol regional growth, and to provide an ‘adequate range of housing for all sectors of lhe community,
while assuring the prolection 'O!THB Claveland National Forest.
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E. The Land Use Element of the San Diegp County General Plan adopted . uary 3, 1979,
as amended thvough April 20, 1592 sets lorth several goals essenllal to prolecting the County's
environmenlal resources which this initiative reaffirms and readopts 10 remain In effgct through
December 31, 2010; these goals are: s .

Goal 1.1: Urban growih be directed to areas within or adjacent lo existing urban arm'ls. and thal
the rural setting and lifestyle of the remalning areas of the Counly be retained.

Goal 2.6 Insure preservation of conliguous regionally significant open space corrdors.

Goal 3.1: Protect larids needed for preservation of natural'and cullural resources; managed
praduction of resources; and recreation, sducational, and scienlific activitles.

F. The Open Space Element adopled December 20, 1973, as amended 1hrough Aprit 20, 1992
sets forth several goals essential lo protecting the County's environmental resources which this
Iniliative reaffirms and readopls to remain in efiect through December 31, 2010; these goals are:

Goal 2; Conserve scarce natural resources and tands needed for vital natural processas and the
managed production of resources.

Goal 3: Conserve open spaces needed for recreation, educational and sclenlilic activities.

Goal 4: Encourage and preserve those open space uses that distingulsh and separate
communities,

Goal li-4: Encourage the conservation of vegetation and trees needed to prevent erasion, sfltation,
fiood, and drought, and to protect alr and waler quality,

Goal II-5: Encourage tha conservation ol the habltats of rare or unlque plants and wilditie,

Goal lI-8: Encaurage the prgservation of significant natural teatures of the County, Including the
beaches, lagoons, shoreline, canyons, blufls, mountain peaks, and major rock oulcropplngs.

G. The Conservalion Element adopied December 10, 1975,:35 amended through April 20, 1992
sets forth several policies essential to protecling the Counly's gnvironmental resources which his
initialive reatlirms and adopts to remain in effect through December 31, 2010; these policies are;

]
Policy 2: San Diego County shall coordinate with appropriate federal, slate and locat agencies
to conserve areas of rare, endangered, or threalened species.
]

Felicy 7: The County shall establish procedures for acquiring'signiticant wildtile habitals in areas
of rapid urban development and areas ol projected urban development.

SECTION TWO - GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT

The San Diego County General Plan, including ils Community and Subreglonal Plans, as
amended through April 20, 1992 (hereinaller the “San Dlego County General Plan”) is hereby
amended as follows, through December 31, 2010:

A. The lollowing resource praleclion goals and policies (sed forth In thelr entirety In findings
E, F, and G of section One of the Forest Conservation Inltialive) are hereby reaffirmed ang
readopted: goals 1.1, 2.6, and 3.1 of the San Diego County Genaral Plan Land Use Elament; goals
2,3, 4, 14, II-5 and 1i-8 of the San Diego County General Plan Open Space Element; and, policies -
2 and 7 of the San Diego County Ganaral Plan Conservation Element.

B. The National Forest s;nd State Parks (23) land use deslgnation as set forth beginnlng on page
II-25 ol the San Diego County General Plan Land Use Element is hereby amanded through
December 31, 2010 as follows: :

1. The eusling first sentence of this dasignation Is delated and the following sentence Is added
commencing a naw subseclion (a): ’

“{a) The Nalional Forast and Stata Parks {(23) designalion Indlcal;aa the blanned boundaries

and rnajor {and-holdings ‘of the Cuyamaca Rancho Slate Park and Anza-Barrego Slate
Park.” ) '

2. The following is added as new subsection (b) on page JI-28 following the provislons of
subsection {a) regarding clustering: ‘
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“{b) The Natle
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fForest and State Parks (23} designation also applies to all private iand-
holdings Yying within the boundarles of the Cleveland Natlonal Forest and outside ol
Country Towns. For purposes of this subseclion, “private land-holdings™ means lands held
in fae itle by any person or entity other than the federal, state, county or local government.
A map of the Claveland Natlonal Forest Is altached to the Forest Congservation Iniiative
and incorporated herein for purposes of showing the outer boundaries of the Cleveland
Natlonal Forest, For alt parcels identified above, a forty (40) acre minimum parcel size and
a maximum resldential bullding intensity of one dwalling unit per parcel shall apply. The
provislens described in subsactlon (a) above concerning lot sizes and clustering on tands
withln Cuyamaca Rancho Siata Park and Anza-Borrego State Park shall not apply lo
private larid-haldings within the Claveland Natlonal Forest.

“Excepl as provided harsinaftar, until Decembet 31, 2010, private land-holdings inside the
boundaries of the Claeveland National Forast and oulside Country Towns which are
designated National Forest and State Parks {23) In the San Diego County General Plan
shall remaln so designated unless the County redesignates said land pursuant to the
procedures set forth below In paragraphs (1) or (2) of this subsection.

,"_{i) Prlvate land-hoidings Inside tha boundaries of the Cleveland National Forest and

ouislde Country Towns which are designated Nalional Forast and State Parks {23} may

ba remaved from this designation if ali of the following findings {a-fy are made:

“(a} Thal thi approval will not constitute pan of, or encourage, a plece-meal conversion
of a larger Cleveland Natlonal Foresl area to residential or other non-open space
uses; , ‘ '

“i) Adequate public senices and facliies are avallable and have the capabilily lo
accommodate the proposed use by virue of the property being within or annexed
o appropriate sarvice districls; . ) .

"(c) The land proposed for redesignation is contiguous to a Country Town,

“(d) The proposed use and denslty are compatible with the environmental resources of
the Clevaland National Forest and wiil not adversely affact the stability of land use
patterns in the area; ‘

“{e) tncorporalion or annexafion la a clty Is not appropriate or possible wilhin the next
five years, based on the following factors: nearby cilles' designated sphers of
Influence boundarigs, city general plan limits and projections, and comprehensive
annexation plans; and,

"(f} Tha land proposed for redesignation does nat exceed 40 acres for any one landowner
In any calendar year, Ona landownear may not redesignate lands designaled Nalicnal
Forast and Stats Parks (23) more often than once every year. Landowners with any

. unity of interest ara considered ona landowner for purposes of this limitation.

“(2} Lands designated Natlonal Forest and Stale Parks (23) may be removed from this
designation If the County, after chalienge by an affected landowner, and after considering
afl facts and appiicable leglslative and judicial authority in support of this designation, finds
that denial of a redesignation would conslitute, an unconstitutional taking of lhe
tantdowner's properly or would deprive the fandowner of a vested right. In permitling a
redesignallon pursuant to this paragraph, the redesignation will be granted only allor
public notice and hearing and only 1o the minlmum extent necessary lo avoid said
unconstitulional taking or daprivation of vested right.

“The Genaral Plan maps listed helow are amended by the Forasl Conservalion Initiative
1o provide that all privale landiheldings as defined In thls subsecllon lying within the
boundaries of the Clevaland National Forest and outside of Country Towns are designated
National Forest and State Patks (23). To the extent that the maps listed below depict such
private fand-holdings as subjett to a designatlon other than Natlonal Forest and Stats
Parks (23), thoss portlons of tha maps are repealed. Reduced coples of lhe rmaps,
including lext thereon Indicaling -these amendments, are altached to the Forest
Conservalion inltlative. The maps as:amendad are Incorporatpd into the San Diego County
General Plan. . e TR :
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. Alpine Communily Plan dated July 2, 1930;

. Ramona Community Planning Area daled January 9, 1989;

. Julian Community Plan dated Seplember 29, 1989;

. Desen Subregional Area dated September 28, 1987,

. Mounlain Empire Subregional Area dated Seplember 28, 1987,

. North Mountain Subregional Area dated September 29, 1989;

. Central Mountain Sutwegional Area daled Oclober 6, 1988;

. Pendleton-De Luz Subregional Area daled February 7, 1986; and,
. dJamul-Dulzura Subregional Area dated February 13, 1992,
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“The County may amend these maps as necessary to reflect!

C.

Redesignalions of land pursuarnt to subsection (B, paragraphs {1} or (2), of dasignation
(23%

General plan amendments relaling to land other than privale land-holdings lylng wilhin the
Cleveland National Forest and oulside Country Towns;

The terms and purpose of the Forest Conservation Iniliative.”

The Environmentally Constrained Area (1.6) regional category as-set forth on page i1-11 ol

ihe San Diega County General Plan Land Use Element is hereby deleled and replaced with Lhe
following to remain in effect lhrough December 31, 2010:

“Environmentally Constrained Areas Include Hoodplains, lagoons, areas with construclion
quality sand deposils, rock quarries, agricultural preserves, areas conlaining rare and
endangered plant and animal species, and all private land-holdings as defined In subsection
{b) ol designation {23) as amended by the Forest Conservation initialive within the Cieveland
National Forest oulside -Country Towns. Development In Ihese areas, while guided by the
County General Plan, should be preceded by thorough environmental review and
implementation of appropriale measures to mitigate adverse impacls,

w

Uses and densilies will ba those permilled by the applicable communily and subregicnal
pian map, the County Zoning Ordinance; the Groundwater Policy; and, for privale land-
holdings in lhe Clevetand Nalional Forest and ocutside ol Country Towns designaled
Nalionat Forest and State Parks {23} a forly acre minimum parcel size shall apply and a
.ane (1) unit per parcel maximum density. '

The resource responsible for the designation of an ECA shall be identitied and appropriale
mitigation measures included in any project approval,

Flnod prone areas which are not planned for siabilization will be relained in natural, open
and other non-urban uses.

Areas designaled Agricullural Preserve shall be designated ‘Environmentally Constrained
Areas’.

“The General Plan Reglonal Land Use Element Map dated August 26, 1991, as amended
through April 20, 19382, is'amended by the Forest Conservalion Inilialive 10 provide that all private
land-holdings as defined in subsection (b) of designation {23} lying within the boundaries ol the
Claveland National Foresl and oulside of Country Towns are included within the Environmentally
Conslrained Asea regional calegory. To the extent that said map depicls such privale land-
holdings as within a regional calegory other lhan Environmenlally Conslrained Area, those
portions of the map are repealed, A reduced copy of the map, including lex! thereon indicaling
this amendment, is attached to the Forest Conservation Inillative. The map as amended is
incorporated inlo the San Diego County General Plan.

“The County may amend this map as necessary to reflect:
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Redesignalions of land pursuant o subsection (b}, paragraphs (1) or (2), of designation
{23}

General plan amendments relating to land other than private land-holdings lying within the
Cleveland MNational Forest and oulside Counlry Towns;

The lerms and purpose of the Forest Conservalion Initiative.” ‘
N 5D 00t-17



D. The Speclal Fuipose Dasignations and Use Regulations Table on page 1I-24 of the San Diego
. Counly General Plan Land Use Element is hereby amended 1o add a nolation 1o follow the use
reguialions listed lor the National Foresl and State Parks (23) designation through December 31,
2010 as follows:

“* On privaig land-holdings as defined in subsection (b) of designation {23) as amended by
the Forest Conservalion Initialive within the Cleveland Nationat Forest, and outsice Country
Towns, the maximum residential density is one unit per 40 acres.”

SECTION THREE - IMPLEMENTATION

Upon the efiective date of this inftiatlve, the provislons of Section Two of this initiative amending
the General Plan are inserled inlo the San Diege Counly General Plan, excepl that if in the year
the initiative bacomes effective, the four amendments permilted by state law for Lhal year have
already been wlilized, this General Plan amendment shall be the first inserted into the San Diego
County General Plan on January 1 of the following year.

SECTION FOUR - EXEMPTIONS FOR CERTAIN PROJECTS

This iniliative shall not apply 10 any development project which has obtalned as of the effective
date of the inltlative a vested right. The provisions of lhns Initiative shall not apply to the exient that
they would violate federal or state laws.

SECTION FIVE - SEVERABILITY

i any portlon of this initiallve is declared invalld by.a cour, the remaining portions are 1o be
considered valld,

SECTION SIX - DURATION _
This Inltlative shall remalin in eflect untll December 31, 2010.

Maps of the areas alfected by the Forest Conservallon Inltlative are avallabla for
viewing at elther of tha following locations:

Reglstrar of Voters Office
(Kearny Mesa area)

5201 Auffin Road, Sulla |
San Diego, CA 82123
(619) 570-1061

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
1600 Paclfic Highway, Rocom 402
San Diego, CA 92101

{619) 531-5600
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COUNTY COUNSEL'S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

You are asked 1o vole on the Forest Conservation Initiatlve, which has been proposed by
pelition pursuant to the provisions of California law governing initiative measures.

This measure would declare s purpose ol limiling the conversion of pnvately owned lands
wilhin Ihe Cleveland National Forest to urban uses. It states findings concerning the valued
resources of that Ferest area and the need to resirict development therein. | would apply 1o those
portions of the Clevetand National Forest that are wilhin San Diego County,

The measure would amend the San Diego Counly General plan through December :31. 2010,
in the tollowing ways:

Fiest, it would reaffirm and readopt cerlain exisling resource protection goals and policles of the
General Plan. These goals and policies generally concern preservation of rural or opan spaca
areas and natural resources.

Second, it would amend the provisions of the “Nalional Forest and State Parks” land use
designalion in the General Plan land use elemeni 1o stale that, for all private landholdings lying
within the boundaries of the Cleveland National Forest and oulside of Country Towns, a forty-acre
minimum parcel size and a maximum residential building intensity of one dwelting unit per parcel

shall apply. {l would permit the removal ol this designation from land only upon either the making

of specified findings, or if it is delermined that denlal of redesignation would constitute an
unconslitutional 1aking of the landowner's property or deprive the landowner ol a vested right.
Maps of the Cleveland Nalional Forest and affected eommunity planning areas and subregional
planning areas are altached to the initiative, showing the exterior boundaries ol the Cleveland
National Foresl; the measure would state that adopted communily plan or subregional plan maps
ara repealed 1o ihe extent they depict private landholdings as being subject to a designation other
than National Ferest and Stale Parks.

Third, it would amend provisions of the “Environmenilally Conslrained Area” regional calegory
ol the General Plan land use element to add the area described above lo that category, and it
would make corresponding amendments 1o the regional land use element map. Finally, the
measure contains Implementation, exemption and severabllily provisions.

A "yes" vole on the Proposition s a vole 1o adopt the Forest Conservation Initiative.
A "no" vote on the Proposiiion |s a vole againsl adopling the Forest Conservation Inltiative,

AUDITOR AND CONTROLLER
IMPARTIAL FISCAL ANALYSIS

A preciso analysis of the impact on the revenues and expendliures of the Counly of San Diego as
aresult of Forest Conservation initialive Is almost Impossible due to the many variables contained
in the initiative. The effect can be discussed generally on the overali effect and specliically as to
the cost of implementation. Generally, the Increased assessed value of developed property and -
altendanlt increase in propenly tax revenue to the Counly has diminished as & resull of property
laxes being shifled from Counlies to School Districls as provided In the State of Callfornia fiscal
year 1993-94 budget. As to expendilures, the cost of providing increased public services to
developed property is a 100% cosl 1o the Counly. An example ol increased public services would
be taw enforcement services since developed residential or commerclal property has & greater
demand for service than does undeveloped property. The exact cosl would depend on the level

" of service provided to meet the parllcular needs of ihe doveloped area.

The staif cost of implamentation of the initiallve’s provislons are estimated at apprmdmately
$50,000.
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~RGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C
VOTE "YES" TO SAVE THE CLEVELAND NATIONAL FOREST

San Dlego's Cleveland National Forasl must be protected! This spectacular mountain wilderness
is threataned by development of private meadowlands within the forest boundaries.

Development of the forest meadows would cause the loss of a national ireasure. Special inlerests
would proflt, while taxpayers would bear tha cost of providing urban services to subdivisians in
the mountalns.

The current general plan allows such subdivislons In the hearl of our forest, home to mountain
lions, deer, and sagles. Following racommendatlons from scienlists, forest and park officials, and
olher counties, Sava Our Forest and Ranchiands drafied the Initlative {6 limit private development
in the forest to one house per 40 acres,

This Initlatlve malntalns privale property rights, preserves our ranchlands and saves
taxpayera® money, while protacting the forest,

Preserving the forest protects the Laguna and Palomar Observatorles and banelils the local
economy because visitors make over thres mililon trlps 1o the forest every year.

The forest now provides up o 20% of San Diega's waler supply. Last year forest watershed
produced 250,000 acre fest of waler, saving $100 miillon.

Saving the forest from suburban development prolects scout camps, the Patomar and Cuyamaca
sixth grade camps, and lamily carmping in the mountains.

Nine citles have endorsed this inlliative (San Diego, Coronado, Encinitas, Del Mar, Oceanside,
Escondido, El Cajon, Natlonal City, Impeylal Beach), Twelve mayors including Susan Golding, a
rmajorlty of the Board of Supervisors, the League of Women Volers, tha American Institute of
Architects, the Amerlcan Society of Landscape Archilects and all major environmental groups have
endorsed Ihis Inlltative which quallfied for the ballot with over 110,000 signatures. San Diego’s
Clevaland Natlonal Forest, our last truly natural area, must be saved.

SAVE THE CLEVELAND FOREST.
VOTE “YES" ON PROPOSITION C

JOHN MacDONALD
8an Dlego County Supervisor

MELINDA K. BELL
Presldent, League of Women Volers

Sth District of San Dlego County
BILL HOLLAND JAMES A. PEUGH, President
Business/Finance ) . ~ San Diego Audubon Soctety
' DUNCAN McFETRIDGE
Presldent, S8ave our Farest and Ranchlands
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REBUTTAL TO THE ARGUMENT IN FAVCR OF PROPOSI, .QN c

‘The privale “Inhotdings™ within the Cleveland National Forest were here generatlons before the

Forest was created In 1908. To these landowners preservation and appreciation of witdlife Is a way
of lite. They are the ones whao clean up afier the hikers and nature tovers who leave tons of trash
and debris in our “wildlife corrldors”, polluling our streams and reservoirs.

This “ballot box”™ zoning destroys hundreds of hours of caredul planning by nine local planning
groups made up of these very landowners who love the forest and are opposad 1o development
and pallution and don’t want their backyard exploiled by careless developers. “Clustering” is out
of tha queslion, : .

This Inifialive effects 82,937 acres and not tha 55,000 acres as originally stated.

All land splits are governed by the County and consideration is mads for open space, slope and
rainfall, sc that these areas are not over developed. Each property that Is not within the Urban Limit
Line requires septic tanks and wells, wherein, used water Is ra-cycled back 1o nalure the way it was
intended. .

If taxpayers complained about the Savings and Loan bail-out, wait until they get the blll for this
"laking” of private properly. They will pay for lawsuits challenging the initiative, and will ullimatety
end up paying top dollar for these privale properties. Not to menlion the 1.2 county stafl years
needed to implement the FC1 taken directly oul of the Gen:eral Fund.

_ TOOFAR Lo
SHARON BEALE LU-GRAY HILL
Calitornia Groundwater Assn, Former Councilwoman
) City ot La Mesa
RGN PENNOCK BETTY NELSON

RNV Property Owner Member, Farm Bursau
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ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION C

~ Promolars of Proposilion C want you to ballave It will preserve wilderness and protect sensitive
mour'aln acosyslems But the truth Is, it wiil have exactly the opposite impact

Proposll!on C will divide up much of our mountaln back country Into a checkerboard of expensive
estate-style development. Clustering of development, one of the lools used to protect meadows,
slreams and sensitlve wild!ife habliat, will be prohiblted.

Thal's why professlonal planners and conservationists oppose Proposition C.

Promoters of Proposhiion C want you to balieve opponents of the Inilative are Just developers
seeking 1o axploll our hack counlry forest. Nothing could be turther from the truth,

Proposilion .C creates a financial windlall for oha group of properly swners-Including the author
of the inliative-while taking away tha rights of ather property owners and the public.

Proposilion C 14 written 50 the Initiative's’ authior and ofhiér supporters of the measure relain the
righl 1o subdividé thelr property while other praperty owners—-many of whose families have awned
their land lor generallons—comd losa the right to aven pass it on {o thalr children,

That's why taxpayar s groups and governmenl ralobm advocales oppose Propasllion C.

Fropositlon C sels 4 dangerous precedent -~ wiping out ca:eful plar{n!ng gulclellnes adopted after
Ihorough review by afiecled community planning groups and hundreds ol hours of public

testimony-and replacing them with e:bllra:y and potentially damaging rules drafted by a small -

spoclal interast gréup.

That's why thousands of San Diego resldents, supporters of local control and rasponsnble planning
all opposs Propositlon C.

TOOFAR - TAXPAYEHS’ OPPOSED TO OUTRAGEOUS FOREST AREA RESTRICTIONS

MELVIN L. HAYS GLENN E. DROWN
Sponsor Group Membar .

REBUTTAL TO THE ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITIONC
San Diego's Cleveland National Forest Is our Yosemile,

Proposition C, the Forest Conservation initiative, was drafted by Save Our Forest & Ranchlands to
save {he Gleveland National Forest rom urban development,

The opponents of Proposilion C da not want 1o save our forest. They want 1o keep the current
Counly land use plan in order to subdivide and lhereby desiroy the {orest meadows. The wildlife,
walershed, recreational, and scenic areas of our forest would be exploited for the tinanclal gain
of a lew, at the expense ol the many.

What the opponents of Praposition C call *careful” planning for the forest, the San Diego Union
calls “A death sentence.”

They claim support from professional planners and conservationisls, but olfer ne proof. They claim
public support, but offer no evidence.

On Ihe olher hand, Proposition "C" is supporled by concerned a{gencies. eminent scientists, and
the greater pubiic including:

CAROL A. SNYDER
Chaltperson, TOOFAR'

JOE SAYATOVICH
Border Brahma Calile Co.

Citles Mayars & Mayors Pro Tem Clvie & Consérvation Groups

San Diego Susan Golding * Leagus of Women Volers

Oceanside Dick Lyon » Save Our Heritage Organizalion

National City George Waters » American Inslitule of Archilects

Encinitas Elliot Parks * Amaerican Society of Landscape

Del Mar Jerry Harmon Architecls

Escondido Mark Lewis = Interior Business Deslgners

Ef Cajon Mary Herron -+ Sierra Club

Coronado Marti Goethe * Audubon Society

Imperial Beach Tim Nader » California Native Plant Saciety
Art Madrid + Endangered'Habitats League

County Supervisors Jan McMillan » People {or Trees

John MacDonald Bud Lewis + Friends of Pefiasquilos Canyon

Pam Slaler
Dianne Jacch

Margaret Schlesingér
Don Higginson
Gloria McClellan

+* Descanso Planning Group

WILLAM T.H. TULLOCH '
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ART MADRID

ROBERT BROMS, President
Mayor, City of La Mesa

Save Our Heritage Organization

TAWFIO N, KHOURY

Chairman, Pacific Scene Inc,
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BURT NELSON
Director Emeritus

TED J. CASE
University Prolessor and

_Chair of Biclogy

Mounl Laguna Qbservatory
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